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visional Government remained. In this connection we
emphasised that we coujd not accept anything in the nature
of *' parity " even as a temporary expedient and pointed out
that the provisional Government should consist of fifteen
members to enable the administration of the country to be
carried on efficiently, and the smaller minorities to be repre*
sented in it. Some mention of names was made and on our
part suggestions were put before you informally, including
the name of a non-League Muslim.
In your statement of June 16th some of the names suggested
came as a surprise to us. Several changes had been made front
the provisional list prepared by the Congress The manner of
preparing your list and presenting it as an accomplished fact
seemed to us to indicate a wrong approach to the problem. One
of the names included had not been previously mentioned
at all and was that of a person holding an official position
and not known to be associated with any public activity.
We have no personal objection to him, but we think that
the inclusion of such a name, praticularly without any pre>
vious reference or consultation, was undesirable and indicated
a wrong approach to the problem.
Then again a name from our list was excluded and in his
place another of our colleagues was put in but as you have
said that this can be rectified, I need not say more about it.
One outstanding feature of this list was the non-inclusion
of any nationalist Muslim. We felt that this- was grave
.omission. We wanted to suggest the name of a Muslim to
take the place of one of the Congress names on the list. We
felt that no one could possibly object to our changing the
name of one of our own men. Indeed when I had drawn
your attention to the fact that among the Muslim League
nominees was included the name of a person, who had
actually lost in the recent elections in the Frontier province
and whose name, we felt, had been placed there for political
reasons, you wrote to me as follows: " I am afraid that I
cannot accept the right of the Congress to object to names
put forward by the Muslim League, any more than I
would accept similar objections from the other side. The
test must be that of ability." But before we could make our
suggestion I received your letter of the 22nd June which
surprised us greatly* You had written this letter on the